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SOXE NEW BOOKS.
The Ialn-ﬁ Ameadment.

We are indebted to Judge HENRY Brawwoy
of the SBupreme Court of West Virginia for
an elaborate Treatiss on the Righta and
Privileges Guaranieed by the Fourteenth
Amendment to the Constitution of the United
States (Cincinnati, W. H. Anderson & Co.).
Of ocourse, the Fourteenth Amendment has
been, to a certain extent, disoussed in works
upon general Constitutional law. The book
before us is, so far as we know, the only work
especially devoted to the subject, and to
the decisfons by whioh the amendment has
been oconptrued and applied. Even this
treatise deals only with the first and fifth
seotions of the amendment, but these, we
soarcely need to say, embrace & spaclous
fleld. As the author points out in a preface,
they ingjude the rights, privileges and im-
munities ¢of Pederal oitisenship, naturalisa-
tion, life, liberty, property and equal pro-
tection of the laws: due prooess of law; the
relations and respective powers of the
pation and of the States under the
teenth Amendmen® the relstive fumotions
of Pederal and Btate ocourts; the ferce and
cffect of Btate d-:dal: Pederal ocourts;
the J Supreme
the Um~ over the Bupreme
of the Btates for the enforcement
smendmeny the powers of Federal
over Btate courts by*the removal of
and habeas corpus %o enforce the amend-
ment; the effect of overruled State oases in
Federal courts; the powers of the States as
to police taxation and eminent domain as
affected by the Fourteenth Amendment,
ond the right of restraint by the nation over
the Btates thergin; the restrictions that may
be imposed upon monopolies and trusts and
eombinations; the power to restraln by lo-
Junotion strikes and boyootts, called “govern-
ment by injunotion;” the subject of exclusive
charters and grants by States and mualol-
palities as fostering monopolies, ' with which
subjeot is coupled the question how far suoh
gharters and grants are Inviolable contracts;
the rights of naturalization and expatria-
tion.the power of the United States to acquire,
hold and govern foreign territories, and under
what principles such Government must be
regulated—whether  “the Constitation fol-
lows the flag.” into such territory when ao-
quired; and many other incidental and cog-
pate subjects. It {s, however, to be borne
in mind that the decisions here reproduced
of the United Btates Supreme Courteand of
other Federal and State courts are brought
down only to February, 1901, and, conse-
quently. do not cover the recent decisions of
the United States Bupreme Court in the Porto
Rico caser

Let us recall the text of the first and
fifth sections of the Fourteenth Amendment,
the sections with which Judge Brannon's
treatise is concerned. The first section runs
as follows: “All persons born or naturalized
in the United States and subject to the juris-
diction thereof are citizens of the United
Btates and of the State wherein they reside.
No State shall make or enforce any law which
shall abridge the privileges or immunities of
citizens of the United States, nor shall any
State deprive any person of life, liberty or
property without due process of law nor
deny to any person within its jurisdiction
the equal protection of the law;” the fifth sec-
tion declares that the Congress- shall have
power to enforce by appropriate legislation
the provisions of this article

Are Filipinos and Porto Ricans citizens In the
view of the first section above quoted? Writ.
ing before the recent decisions of the United
Btates Bupreme Court in the Porto Rican cases
Judge Brgnnon holds that the question must
be anawesed in the negative. It is supposed,
he says, that the Inhabitants of the Philippine
Islands and the island of Porto Rico lajely
acquired from Bpain by treaty are not by
virtus of such acquisition citizens of the
United States. They were not born within
the territory and allegiance of the United
Btates, as required by the Fourteenth
Amendment, and cannot be citizens because
of it; neither would they be citizens under
the common law and law of nations defining
patural citizens as those born within the terri-
tory and allegiance of & country. The act
of 1803 limited naturalization to “white per-
sons,” as does also the present law, and It
has been held that Africans ocould not be
naturalized, and it has been further held in
the United States Circuit Court that a Mon-
golian is not a "white person® and cannot
be naturalized. “As these decisions limit
naturalization to the Caucasian or white race
it is questionable whether a Filipino can be
naturalised.  Probably not, under those de-
cisions. Howaver, it remains to be decided
Mankind is divided in ethnology Into different
races. One of theses |s the Caucasian or white
raoe, another Mongollan, another Malayan.
A Filipino 1s understood to be one or other
af the two latter races; or rather, some are of
one and some of the other. Ws do not see
how he can be naturalized under the statute
as It I8 ™ Our author here reminds us that
the act of 15870 specifically brings the African
within the Naturalization act, but beyond
that spacified exception the words “white
persons” still find place in the law and would
ssem, therefors, to exclude Mongollans and
Malayans. On the other hand, Judge Bran-
non presumes that Spaniards or others of
white blood resident in the Philippine Islands
would come under our nataralization laws
Hesupposes also that Porto Ricanaares antitled
to naturalization, as they are of either Cau-
caslan or African extraction. Neither has he
any doubt that the childran of Filipinos born
since the acquisition of the islands by the
United States would be citizens. FEven with,
regard to the Filipinos who were born before
the islands were acquired by treaty the opin-
fon is expresssd that, while they do not come
within the Naturalization laws, “still they are
American freemen entitied as persons (under
the Fifth and S8ixth Amendmgpts to the Con-
stitution of the United States®and under the
Civil Rights act and the free spirit of our
Government) to tha personal righta accorded
by the benign system of government of the
United Btates *

They are sub/eot to our jurisdiction and
laws, and from that very faot thev are free-
men (n a free republican government, not
subjeota of an empire or monarchy. Tha
treaty of pescs with Spain did not give the
{nhabitants of thesa (slands oltizanahip
but committad the governmant of tham to
Congress  Congress muft govern them ac-
cording to the principles of American free
government. With regard to ths question
whether, under the Dingley Tarif net, duties
ennld be (mposed In our ports on commod|-
tins bronght from Porto Rico, Judge Bran-
non takes (n advance the position vindi-
cated hy ono of the recant decisions of the
United States Supreme Court. "My view
1s," he says, “that Porto Rico s not a for-
eign' country under antecadent tariff law,
but that, to subject it to tariff, there mnse
be an expreas act © Whethar Congress had
the power to pass a temporary tariff aect
for Porto Rico waa a question not ve! de.
cided when this book went to press  Our
author savs:  “It seama to ma of doubtful
@hstitutionality; but I venturs no final
opinion * Wo neead not remind the reader

that the conatitutionality of the Porto Kieco
tariff nct is now settiod

Is thera a distinetlon Letwesn native Portn
Ricans and native Fillpinos on the one hand,

and persons born In Spain, but resident in |

those islands, with respect to constimtionnd
righta? Touching this point, Judge Brannon
directs attention to that article of the Treaty
of Paris, which provides that all persons
born in the Spanish Peninsula, but resident
in the Philippine Islands and Porto Rico,
who should elect to continues o resids In
those islands, should ba deemed aftar g,
ceggaln time, oitizens of the United States
and entitied to all the privileges and tmmuni
tles of citizens of the United States. There
9 o such provision as to the natives of those

i{slands, who, by the treaty, are made sub-
ject to the regulations of Congress,

Is the right of suffrage inoluded among
the privileges and immunities proteoted
from Btate action by the Fourteenth Amend-
ment?! The question ls here answered In
the negative. The right of suffrage is not
conferred by Federal law or the Federal
Constitution, but {s derived from the State
alone. The State may giwe or withhold
18 a8 It ochooses, but cannot deny It because
of “raoe, color or previous conditien‘of servi-
fude,” as that would violate the Fifteenth
Amendment. Mere Federal citisenship doee
not oonfer the right to vote In any State,
Obviougly, the nation cannot say who shall
vote for State officers, because the na-
tional power Is limited to expresas or im-
plied grants in the Constitution, ana this
power to presoribe the qualifications of
voters not being given to the nation nor
prohibited to the States, is reserved by
implication to the States, and s also ex-
pressly reserved to them by the letter of the
Tenth Amendment. Cannot the nation, how-
ever, preacribe the qualifications for voters
for Federal ofice? It certainly ocannot as
to United States Senators or Presidential
Eleotors, because the Constitution leaves
the selection of those officers to the Btate.
Can, then, the nation deSne who shall vote
for Representatives in Congress? This ques-
tion also must be answered in the negative,
except so far as the Fifteenth Amendment

. As Article I, section 2 of the Consti-
tu says that voters for such Représenta-
tives “shall possess qualifications requisite
for electors of the mo#t numerous branoh
of the State Legislature,” it is clear that
the prescription of the gualification of voters
for Representatives is left to the State.
cannot say, strictly speaking, that the Fif-
teenth Amendment prescribes qualification
for voters for State elections by granting
to colored peopls the right of suffrage, for
it is held In U States vs. Reese that
“the Fifteenth AMendment does not confer
the right of suffrage, but it inveeta citizens
of the United States with the right of ex-
emption from discrimination on account of
race, oolor or previous condition of servi-
tude, and empowers (ongress to enforoe
that right by appropriate legislation.® If
the State definition of suffrage happen to
deny it to a colored man for any substantial
ground other than race, color or previous
condition of segrvitude, it violates no privilege
or immunity given by the Federal Coneti-
tution

In the chapter on Interstate commerce
our author discusses the limitations of com-
petition. He recalls the fact that in Addyston
Pipe Company vs. United Btates, the Court
holds that to fall under the censure of the
aot of Congress against combinations, trusts,
conspiracies, and so forth, the agreement
complained of must “directly and substan-
tially, and not merely indirectly, remotely
or incidentally, regulate to a greater or less
degree commerce among the States.” With

ference to the significance of this decision,
udge Brannon warns us not to lose sight of
the rule that, “as between individuals, each
has a right to compete with the other, to
draw away custom, to outstrip him In the
race of contestation, and even thereby ruin
his fellow man; for that is freedom of busi-
ness, of contract, of sarning a living, the
freedom of competition. Every one has a
right to enlarge his business, even though by
means of greater capital, superior facilities
and capacity, he monopolize business and
ruin his competitors, If the business be
lawful, even though it overshadow others,
who can prevent (t in a land of Constitutional
law, where the Constitutions [State and
Federal] declare that there shall be liberty?
18 there too much liberty in the United Btates?
It so, blame these Constitutions, The mere
operation by lawful means of lawful busi-
ness, however hurtful to others, Is not action-
able. It may cause damage, but it is damage
without violation of another's rights. What-
ever one has a right to do another cannot
have right to complain of. If one operator
designed to injure another In trade, that
design will not prove him to be doing wrong.*
There is in truth ne right better established
under the law of business than the right
of trade competition. Thus, small operators,
individual or corporate, have no legsl ground
of complaint If large operators, by means
of large ocapital, or by union of capital,
outstrip and submerge them. The lon
may have stretched out his paws and
grabbed more prey than other animals,
but that {s the natural right of the lion In the
fleld of pursuit and capture. Undoubtedly,
*from the moment that the arrangements
of capitalists wound the publio, by depress-
ing trade, by Increasing the prices of things
needed for the publio llke commodities and
xn.porntlon. or by suppressing compe-

on, then those arrangements assume
another cast, and come to ha against publio
polloy. The loudest outery, howevar, against
oorporations and trusts comes from those
who are outatripped in the fleld of legitimate
competition, but no free Government can
interfera between competitors In the de-
vouring race of pursult and capture which
characterizes our day. " The oodperation
of capital on a great scale Is the outcome of
social evolution. It is the indispensable In-
strument of bur great conquests over nature,
It is the product of education, sclence, prog-
ress, civilization, Invention and machinery.
Tt {s true that in the terriblo march of modern
{ndustries some will perish by the way, What
we here witness {3 but an {llustration of the
law of the survival of the fittes), Whs or
what can prevent such gaps upon the maroh?
Judge Brannon, for his part, {s oconfldent
that "no fres Government oan. If it does
80, It arrests the step of others equally en-
titled before the law with the falling ones.
When, and only when, the gladiators In the
industrial arena so work as to effect pref-
udicially the Commonwealth—the publio,
not individuals -can the Btate intemvene;
only when they sombine to raise prices and
restrain trade as it oconoerns the entire com-
munity.”

We have seen that In Judge Brannon's
opinton Fllipinos and Porto Ricans ate not
citizens. Are, then, Hawalians citizens?
Yea, because the treaty of annexation makes
them so. Are the American women who
have married British sublects citizens or
allens as regards their native country?
Our author thinks that, by thelr marriags,
thay have become alians, If they roside abroad
permanently, Inasmuch a® our statute makes
citizens of allen women marrying an Ameri-
san citizen, provided such women ecould
themselves he naturalized “Marringe
coupled with residence abrond shows ex-
patrintion of the woman  But an American
woman marrying an allen, If she continue
to reside here, does not Jo=e her citizenship *
Agnin, mera hirth within American terri-
tory does not always make a childan Ameri-
can citizen  He must bhe bYorn within the
circle of allegiance to the United States
The children of allens, If bhorn here while
! thelr parents are travelling, or only tem-
porarily resident In the Unitad States, or
the children of foreign Ministers, Coneils
or attachos, are not citizens, hecnnse, al-
thongh born within our territory, tney are
not within the pale of allegiance to us, Inas-
much as, when born, they ars not sublect to
onr laws  Are the clitldren born abroad of
Amerionn citizens, not temporarily ahsent,
| but domicited abroad, themeslvas American
citizens?  Such  children are not, hecanse
born abroad and  not  subiect  to our
jurisdiction They come under the rule
which makes a child born of allen parents
domiciled parmanently in the United Ntates
a citizen thervof  Is there a distinction be-
tween Sta'e and national eitizenship? Our
anthor's answer is in the aMrmative. One
must reside In A State to he & citizen of that
State, but not w0 with national citizenship
l Onemay still be a citizen of the nation, though

rosident abroad ‘The Fourteenth Amend-
ment does not require continued residence
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for national citizenship, whereas ocontinued
residence is necessary to retain State oiti-
zenship. Once a Federal oitizen, he con-
tinues such, though no longer resident in
the United States but travelling abroad, and
is entitled to protection as a citizen until he
renounces citizenship by expatriation. A
man, then, may be a Federal citizen but not a
Btata oitizen; “this seems unsettled. It is
doubtful whether he can be. True, the Four-
teenth Amendment seems to have for Its
mission, first, to make native and natural-
ised citizenship, and, second, to make Fed-
eral citizens, if resident In a State citirens
of that State, and to give them rights as such;
but it does not seem to go further, and ex-
preasly deny the right in Btates to confer
their soparate citizenship. We do not clearly
s0e why s State might not do so; but it would
seem to be very anomalous that a man should
be a citisen of a State and not of the Union.”
Agaln: "It would seem that the Amendment
intends to give a tull definition of both State
and Federg! citizenship, and that no one not
coming within its definition can be a ritizen
of either the United States or a State. There-
fore, as stated abore, the permanent residence
abroad which would amount to expatriation
and decitisenise a oitizen of the nation,
would likewise take away his State citizen-
ship. The doctrine onoe held that a man
might lose his Federal and retaln his State
oltisenship becayse not complying with the
formality for expatriation prescribed by State
statute, would seem no longer to apply.”

m.

What, according to our suthor, is the stgtus
of Miipinos and Porto Ricans? They are,
he says, "persons,” “free inhabitants,® but
pot citisens. As “persons,” they are entitled
under the principles of our Government to
the rights which belong to persons. “It Is
true that these peoples are subject to the
power of Cougress as to government. Strictly
speaking, we can assign no limit to the power
of Congress over the territories, exoept that
found iao the Fifth and Sixth Amendments,
but these bear sway wherever the flag waves
over territory within the civil jurisdiction
of the United States. These amendments
tie the hands of Congress wherever it makes
laws for oivil governmént. Justice Brewer
80 declared In the case of “Fong Yupve. U. 8 °
To the extent of giving thelr inhabitants
freedom the Constitution stretohed over the
Philippines and Porto Rico the moment
those lalands became territories of the nation,
Just as the Thirteenth Amendment abolished
wavery at onoce Iy Alaska as it was held in
the case “in re Sah Qual.® Judge Brannon
points out that the progjamations of Presi-
dent McKinley admitted and proclaimed
these principles of fres government as the
right of the Fillplnos and Porto Rioans. His
instructions to the milftary commander and
the Commissioners sent to the Philippines
have been based upon those principles. It
by no means follows that the Filipinos and
Porto Ricans, becanse they have aoquired
the rights guaranteed to “persons” under
our Constitution, have also acquired
citizenship. “When Congrees shall admit
these lslands as States, if aver, their people
will become citizens, because the act of ad-
mission will be a collective act @ naturaliza-
tion. This averment would have been ad-
mitted as eound before the Fourteenth
Amendment, but may be regarded as a little
questionable sinoce, Inasmuch as that amend-
memt declares who are citizens, limiting
them to natives or naturalized persons; “still
it seems that the amendment makes no dif-
ference In the power to make citizens by
treaty or the admission of States *

Judge Brannon directs attention to the faot
that ocolored persons acquired civil rights
by the Fourteenth Amendment and by the
Civil Rights act, but did not thereby acquire
soclal rights, Thus, notwithstanding the
amendment, marriage between white and col-
ored persons may be prohibited by a Btate
The regulation of marriage Is & power
essential to a State and Is not Impaired by
the Fourteenth Amendment. Even jury
trial In a State court is not a privilege or
fmmunity of natlonal citizanship which the
amendment prohibits a State from abridging
An act of Congress declaring that all persons
should be entitied to equal enjoyment of inns,
public conveyances, thegtreas and other places
of amussment was prouounced unoonstitu-
tional by the United States Bupreme Court
for the reason that the act was legislation
of original character which belonged to the
Btate. The United Btates Supreme Court
has declared that a Btate statute requiring
white and colored persons to ride In separate
rallroad cars, but providing equaljacoommo-
dation for both, does not violate a priviloge
or immunity under the Fourtesnth Amend-
ment. The rule, however, has not been ap-
plied by the court to cars running from State
to State enpgaged In Interstate ocommerce.
The commeroe clauss of the Constitution
gives the right to carry on Interstate trade,
and the right of Individuals to pass from
State to State seems easentlal to the transao-
tion of such trade. We observe, also, that Btate
laws providing separats schools for white
and colored children have been upheld by the
United States Supreme Court.

Iv.

What Is meant by “government by Injune-
tion,” as the phmse has been popilariy used
since the beginning of the Presidegtial cam-
paign of 18067 [hls {s the term or name of
late applied to the exercise by courts of equity
of the process of InJunction to pravent in-
terference by bodies of workmen In periods
of trouble between manufacturing and trans-
portation establishments and corporations
on the one hand and thelr employes and
those sympathizing with them on tha other
hand, with the property or business of such
establishments or corporations, by boyrotts,
strikes and the offering of Inducements to
laborars to quit the service or not to enter the
service of the establishments named The
question 1a, Does Injunction lie in such eases?
The eourts have decided that it does; that
combinations of men stopping rallroads and
impeding transit therson, or Interfering with
other means of transpertation, are publie
nuisances, and subject to restraint by in-
Junction. The oourts have also dacided
that when bodies of men obstruct Individuals
or manufacturing or iIndustrial establish-
ments lnvolving large property Interests of
individuals or corporations, they may work
{rreparable injury to private property and
business; and, such Injury being wrought hy
innumerable persons, most of whom are un-
known, any remedy by sults against individ-
uals would involve an infinite multiplicity
of suits, and afford Inudequato rémedy; for
which reasons, and other reasons applicable
to particular enses, the remedy by Injunetion
In the only adequate one

The courts having held that an Infunction
liss [n such ecases, of courta a violation of
siuch injunction constitutes the offence of
ecantempt of conurt, a4 it would in the case of
violation of any othor lawful process [t
has been contended that, in proceadings to
punisih such eontempt, the provision found
In Federal and State Constitutions that no
one should be deprived of life, liberty or
property without due process of law, calls
for trial by Jury, Inasmuch as the case: in
volve [iberty I'pon this point Judge Bran-
non romnrks “The Jurisdiction in equity
to award injunetion heing granted, or have
Ing been astalilished by decision, I am unable
to =ee how tha demand for a jury can he sus-
tained for, as abundantly appears by anu-
thority, the jJurt-dict on in esquity s as i
an the Lllls, wherever it attaches, and sty
procecds without jury, the Chancellor de-
clding «n law und fact, according to old prac-
tice. concequently no jury is demandible
In the s inumetion suit. ™ Bat how At
to the proceeding to punish for contempt,
which 15 & weparate one from the Injunction,
I and v & crininal procesding” Our author
ANsWers For centuries befors the passid®
of the Fourteenth Amendment, all @irts
possessed t oo jpherert power $y vindoon'e
their authority ypd jurisdiction agalnst on-

tempt and resistance by sumimary procecd-

&

ings without jury (except where a statute
otherwise directed), as a mattar of neces-
sity, else their judgments would be mere
vapor.® The question has been discussed at
length by Justice Brewer, who reaffirmed a
statement previously meade, “If it has ever
been understood that proceedings aocording
to the common law for contempt have been
subject to the right of trial by jury, we have
been unable to find any instance of it "

V.

We shall glance finally at what our author
has to say about the effect of the Fourteenth
Amendment on divorce. The reader will baar
in mind that this book went to press in Feb-
ruary, 1901, It is pointed out thata decree
for alimony without service of process in-
side of the State where the action for divorce
is brought, even though service should be
made outside of the State, is vold and not due
process under the Fourteenth Amendment,
In diverce suits and other suits affecting
personal status or requiring the execution
of deeds, there may, consistently with the
amendment, be judgment or decree without
personal servioe on publication, but the law
presorib/ng such constructive notice in place
of parsonal notice must be oclosely complied
with, else the prooseding s vold. It is to
be kept in view, however, that, although
upon publication, thers can be a decres cof
divoroe, thera can be no deoree fof alimony
That part of the decree would be vold. If
the law of the State of the actual domicile
of the husband or wife allows a divorce on
publication er other constructive service of
prooess without personal service, the decree
of divoroe s effectual the world over, and is
due process, though the other party may
never have been in the State. This Is only
the case, however, when the sta.ute as to the
publication of notios shall have been complied
with, If it be not complied with the decree
s voild. The actual domicile of either partr
will make the decree of divorce good If the
law of that State allows a divorce there on
publication. If neither party has a domicile
in the State where the suit is brought, appear-
anoe in the suit does not make the decree
good, Again, It a husbepd leave his domicile
in one State and go into another only to get a
divorce, and thus acts in fraud of the law
to obtain unlawful jurisdiction for his sult,
the wife not being served with process, but
absent in the former Btate, the decree is void,
It will not be recognised in another State,
To give jurisdiction for divoroe the party
asking it must have actual bona fide domlcile
in the State of the suit when the suit begins,
as no State has lawful power over citizens
of another State or thelr status, We repea®
that divorces on merely constructive notioe
are final only as to the personal status by dis-
solving the marriage; but the decree must not
allow alimony or ocosts, or make provision
as to the ocustody of ohildren or property,
In so far as it does 80, It would be vold else-
whore, and probably in the State of the suit
ftsalf, because not acoording to due prooess,
Where, on the other hand, the decree s ren-
dered on personal service of process, it Is
binding as to alimony, costs and custody of
ohildren,

The Present Status of Christianity.

Mosars, Small, Maynard & Oo,, of Boston
have published axsvelume oomprising a
large number of ogavS. collectively entitled
Theology at the Dawn of the Twentieth Century.
These papers were prepared by eminent
writers in England and the United States
in response to the request of the editor, Dr,
J. V. Moraay, who himself contributes the
introduction. The purpose of the compila-
tion Is to set forth in sharp contrast the two
tendenoles in theology, liberal and conserva-
tive, and to indicate the position of great
theologloal questions at the close of the nine-
teenth century, Among the numarous sub-
Jects hare oconsidered we have selected for
partioular notloe those discussed in the follow-
ing essays: “Christianity at the End of the
Nineteenth Century* by Frederioc Harri-
son; “Christlanity and Its Competitors.,”™ by
the Rev. Harry Jones, Chaplain-in-Ordinary
to the late Queen Victoria: "The Bearing (‘.
the Teaching of Jesus Christ on Man’s Future
Destiny,” by the Rev. (aleb Seott, D D,
Prin Ipa' of Lancashire College, Manchester,
England; “The Adjustment of the Churah
of the Future to the Life of the Future”
by the Rev, CharlesF, Thwing, D.D., LL. D,
President of the Westarn Reserve University
and *Progressive [iberalism in the Closing and
the Opening Century,” by Charles W, Ellot,
Lla D., Prestdent of Harvard University.

It ts well known that Mr Frederic Harri-
son Is the most eminent representative of
the Positive philosophy In England He
takes an extremely pessimistio view of the
condition of Christlanity at the end of the
nineteenth century As to the so-called re-
vival of religion which, It Is alleged, has lately
taken place, he admits that in oceremonial,
in ecclesiastical celebrations, In clerical ore
ganization and energy, tha progress s
manifest. The rites of the Churches, the dig-
nity of worship, the parade of (hurch socie-
ties, are in full activity. Naver, indeed,
were tha Churches more “in evidence” than
they are to-day Their pretensions were
never higher; their rolls naver fuller their
patrons never more lllustrious. But, asks
Mr Harrison, “Is vital religion more general,
more effective? Is gennuine belief in the creeds
more definite and clear? Is Christlanity
more truly a clvillzing, a moralizing force!?
Who will dare say so? By vital religion I
rpean not conventional phrases about get.
ting to Heaven. 1 mean religion that can
purify, direct and inspire man's life on earth
By genuine belief in thecreads, | mean literal
acceptance of the thres creeds in the Book
of Common Prayer in their plain sense. When
1 ask {f Christianityisp civiizing and moral-
fzing forcs, 1 ask if 1t holds us baok, as a
people, from injustice and oppreasion, and as
men and women from the pride of life and
the lust of the flash *

In the major part of his essay the author
dwells at length on the evil things patent in
our modern life, the chase aftar money, the
rampant love of gambling, the extravagance,
the coarseness and the materialistio spirit
whiclh seems growing on all sides In bis
conclusion, he Inquires, “What have the
Churches done to purify and cheok all this?
Who would careif they did try?  Who would
believe them in earest in doing it Glane-
ing at tha South African War, Mr. Harrison
queries  “What were the British Churcles
Jmn‘ and saying vesterday? Offering up
from ten thousand altars pravers to the (God
of Battle te bless our arms, « e, that he might
ennhle us to slaughter our enemies and pos-
sess thelr Innd. Not a voice comes from tho
oMeinl churches to raise a doubt as to the
Justice, good faith and Christian charity of
those who have thrust our country into s
wanton war of spoliation  Not a word s
breathed from their pulpits of respect for the
brave civilians who are defending their hones
and their freedom Iheso Boor republicans
wa are told, gather round their hearthstones
whole funilies together, father, son, grand-
son, kneeling down in prayer  they do «ipn-
eorely believe in their God and his readiness
ter hear them and then wives, sisters and
davghters arm them for the front. and when
thay angage In battle, their camp rings with
hymns of prayer and prajse At home
our own preparation for war is sound.
slang from drinking saloons, which is ecl
back in pale and conventional litanies
the altars of the State Church This is v
Christianity work<ont in practios at the ol
of the nineteenth contug Mro Harrison
goes an to sav that “this State Churel and
the ereeds, to the hask of which it still clings,
never seem so hallow or <o aorrupt as in the
purt they play in some national erisis, «uch
As AN UNILSt war Whilst sober men of ol
parties and opinions can feel some donhte,
ar aven searchings of heart whilst soldiers,
statestmon and the public are open te remon
strance. the only arder of men which i« ever
ready to supply the matority with hypoeritio
wlosings is the oMeal priesthood 1t sinks
til it becomes the mers domestie chapiaim
of the zoverning elass- a sort of hiack polica
that has 1o «tand by the Government right
or wrong ‘Theirs not to reason why.' as the
poet savs [t was an Archbishop who told
W the other day t-oat God himseslf ‘mades
hattles Iproving upon the old Hehrew
war songs nhont the God of Battles, we are
told that the God of Merey ia the author of
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morall Why! o megdloine no
'hoh-y‘hr lmi‘u Afl houml on
a nn ch‘ to exterminate a neighboring
could ntter amore atrocious biasphemy.
ctment ends as follows:

, which can chant such a

r rrison's
“A church, & er

uon:h “t‘u- mnod't. "o?" 4 :xo mon:
en ro s
It is | huzolonl\ to ?ut% 'ﬂ humnn{n
to do what it can o oure the passions of the
strong who Are thirsting to crush the weak:
to teach what is the true glory of civilized
men; to preach the Gospel of Peace which
the apostate prea of Christ have turned
into -ﬁywu an ve made a WAr ory.
These high priests of the New Imperialism
have foresworn their own religion, and for-
gotten their ow ed books. Let them
turp baok In mn?m%m to the story of Ahah
and Naboth agd refleet that it was the apos-
tate rrluu who leaped upon the altar and
called, from worning even until n, sayin
‘Oh, Baal, hear us.' But it _was the task o
the true priesat to say to the King in his pride,
‘Hast thou killed and also taken possession?

Let us turh to Dr. Caleb Scott's essay on
*The Bearing of the Teaching of Jesus
Christ on Man's Puture Destiny.” The
positlon taken in this paper may be thus
summarized: What was the direct teaching
of Jesus on the subject ot eschatology It is
extremely difficult, If not impossible, to des
cide. There can be no doubt, however, that
the eschatology of any religion must be
finally decided by its central conception of
God. Now Josus revealeg the nature of God
in no ambiguous terms, Fe taught as plainly
as words can teach that God in His unalter-
able nature Is the ‘‘Father ' of mankind. This
was the ocentre of His teaching, its master-
thought, the pivot on which it all revolved,
God's fatherhood, Bot metaphorical, but
essential and, so, unlversal. The doctrine
ooouples such a place In the teaching of
Jesus that we may be perfectly certain that
no doetrine incompatible with it is a doctrine
of His. What, then, is Dr. Scott's dsduction
frem this premise? “The assumptien,” he
says, “that the destiny of every man, be he
never so much handicapped by heredity and
environment, is fixed forever by the use
he makés of the few shont years he spende
in the world is utterly untenable. God Is
the Mather, and, whatever worlds may sue-
ceed this world, however the conditions of
existence may vary hereafter, He nlwnp
will be the Father, and, as such, will always
deal with every echild of His. This we may
regard as an Indisputable corollary, God’s
essential fatherhood being conceded, The
doctrine of eternal damnation in the me-
chanical and unethieal form ip which it has
been commonly held eannot posaibly iive to-
gether with that of the Fatherhood.” It s
pointed out that of this dootrine Dr. Charles
sald In the Jowett Lectures for 1898-99 on
Eschatology: *It is a Judaistio survival of
a grossly immoral character, and originated
in Judaism when monothelsm had beo.me
a lireless dogma, and when a handful of the
plous could not only comfortably belleve
that God was the God of the Jews alone, and
only of a very faw of these, but also could
beliove that a part of their highest bliss in
the next world would consist in witnessing
the torment of the damned.”

Dr Scott maintain that “equally untenable
is tha doctrine of conditional immortality,
{f God |s the Eternal Father This doctrine no
les« than tbe other implies that the intention of
God may be perpatually trusted. In onecase
He dismisses the rebelllous beyond the limits
of flis grace; in the other, weary of oppo-
sition, He shatters resistance by simple an-
pihilation  Christ's doetrine of God's father-
hood Is uttérly irraconcilable with both these
doctrines. Nelther of thom can be held
unlesas the fatherhood s denied. Christ's
teaching assuras us that as long as any child
of His is allenated from Him He will never
ceass to ply that child with all the resources
which omnipotence places at the disposal
of f1is love In order to bring him to himself —
that triue self which In all his wanderings
the prodigal never lost It matters not what
ages moy elapss, it matters not how terrible
and how prolonged the discipline needful
to effect God's purpose may be. That pur-
pose can never, throughout the agea, be
relinguishad. It must bhe pursued until it
be accomplished. The Eternal Father must
go after that which ie lost until He finds It *

It may be said, on the other hand, that no
exerciss of physical omnipotence can crush
the rebellion of the heart. HRuman freedom
is such that, whatever Giod may do, In what-
ever form He may bring truth to bear upon
His child, howevear vividly He may show him
thatitisaneviland a bhittar thing to sln against
Him, however the div.ne love may use the
resovirces which unlimited power and knowl-
edae and wisdom plice at its disposal to
bring the prodigal to repentance, all may be
unavatling. Throughout eternity some rebel-
ltous children mav say “no” to God, and so
may continua rebellions  still l"mn this
point Dr. Scott observes: “If such 14 the
case, and God forosaw e, then assurcdly
such relellious childran could never have
heen ereated by Him  That the Fternal
Father should foresee that one child of His
would forever rebel and, In conseqyence,
be forever lost iu the misery of alicnation
from Him, and should still ereags that child,
Is ar impossible concepion, indeed, # mon-
strous supposition It |s nwn-lrouu,v wa
think of fdeal human fatherhood t s
{nfinitely mora monstrous when we think
of Him ‘from whom every fatherhood In
fisaven and on earth is named " " Again,
ft may ba contenled that, whether or uot
divine grace will unltimately overcome sin
in any child of [is Is not an object of the
divine prescience that, as Dr  Martineau
puts it, God, by “lending us a portion of His
causation, refrains from covering all with
His omniscience,” that e so Umits His own
*foresight that he caunot read all volitions
that are to ba™ Dr Seott answers that,
if this N the case, “wa are compellad to the
coacluston polnted out hy Darner when
he wrote, 'iIf divine t»re\kmtlmlgo of the
action of man's free will is to pe absolutely
denied, on the ground that the entire acconi-
plishment of the divine sounsel 1 still coadi-
tioned by the human will's freedom, there
will be na certaanty ob cren one Individual
heing led by his spontaneous deecision to the
desired end  God, then, wonld Lave ereated
the world at a mere guesa* [f this position
he taken, in spite of the tremendous difeul -
ties In which wa gre landed by it, then as in
the previous alternative, weare forcad baok to
the conelusion that the Eternal Father would
not have créatad man at all I His om-
niscience could not beforehand tell whether
a single child of His would remnain loyal to
Him, then, surely, in face of such terrible
possibilities, creatlon were impossible ”

We repeat that the author of this essa
holds that *the dottrine of God's Fatherhood,
applied to the future dostiny of man, forbide
the supposition that by the decrees of God
any of His ahlldren are condemned to ever-
lasting punishment: it 14 equaly inconsistent
with the contention that annililation will he
the ultimate doom of any, and it cannot he
harmonized with the supposition that ‘Gaod
will never be reluctant, though man may
forever refuse ' " Thp only conclusion which
is compatible with the rogal place which the
Fatherhood of God ocenpies in the teaching
of Jesua {8 declared to be that to whioch the
Apostle Paul coanes whoen he writes, “God
hath shut up o1l unto disobedience that e
might have mercy upon all ®  And, again
“N was the good pleasire of the Father, through
Him (1 o, Jeaus Christ), to reconctls ail things
unto Himself Onoe more “That, ¢
namo of Jesus, every kvee shonld | .
nnd that erary tonawe shonld confeas that
Josud Chriat {8 Tord to the glory of God, tha
"l".l“r ) vrh" AR Laranes g "H\"""l"'l
in the words of Jesus Hinself (John, xii, 92
“And I I 1 ba Ufted up from the earth, will
draw all men unto mysolf

No more intareating topic i propaounded in
this book thun “The Adjastment of the Chureh
of the Future to the [ife of the Futurs”
Ihe paper on this sasjeet by Dr Charles P
Thwing is even more <peciflie than its title
for it s particalarly devoted to the adiust
ment of Christinnity to the life of the future
in the Unlted States The problom v ey
vined  from thron polats ol view e
Chnre!y of the Futurs, =ays Dr
vhust Heoll alilio to the ttorial o
the intelleetual condition s
dittons of the future I he author
that the twantieth will b as the mine
contury wa« a matorial age e doss not
share the rogrnt, howover, that ahsorption
in mundane thinkgs is <) dosp Wa should
not regred.” he savs; “we should not lament
The Churoh should fnd 1ts mightiest trinvmphs
fnseiatime Forto the Chnrel, as [t stands
for Chiriat and for Christianity, n material age
turns. A material age s rostloss Christianity
wtands for peace A muterial age 8 full of
disappointments. Christianity stands for hope
and fulfllinent. A material age recognizes

'hwing, must
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war as a means of grace toward a highee

the brevity of its own duration, the lownens
of its own ideals, its powerlessness to satisly
the dearest wishes of the human heart. Chris-
tianity stands for the inflnite and the perma-
pent satisfaction of life. " Dr Thwing, for hia
part, therefore, would rejolos rather than
grieve that the lot of the Church s to be oast
in & material time. “As from the orude pred-
ucts of petroleum are made brilliant dyes,
rivalling the colors of the rainbow, as from
dark caves is plucked the sunshine of the
dlamond, so from the hard materialism of our
time is to come forth & Christianity more
vigorous, more spiritual, more tru nphant.”
To the fact of materinlism the Church must
adjust Itself, but in doing this she need glve
up none of her doctrines nor surrender any
of her methods which experience has shown
to bo truly wise. But while she will not wrige
new creeds she may need to supplement the
best of her old methods with new meothods.
The age will demand not what the Churoch
says, but what it can do. In response the
Churoh will develop not the pray meeting,
but the city mission. It will offer mysti-

cism, but intense practicalism. It will fasten
{is eyes more on the words, “He went about
doing good,” than on the words, “He

His mouth and taught them ” The Church
adjusting itself to the life of the future will
be intensely, mightlly practiosl. Through
such an endeavor we shall get a virtually
pew comception of Christianity and of thé
Church. Hitherto “the Church has been
developed more on its philosophioal, doctrinal
side than on its practical. Our oreeds are &
good deal better than our practics. We are
now to see & development on the side of life.
The Church coming to & material age and
giving it of its life will receive in turn a clearer
thought of the Christ, more real, more vital,

more personal *

Passing to the iptellectual condition® of
the future whereto the Cauroch will bave
to adjust itself, Dr. Thwing finds that these
represent & demand that the Church shall
emphasige the reason of and for things. The
Church must stand ready to answer the ques-
tion, “Why?" The Church must Addro_u
itself more and more to man's reason. It
no longer bases its claim for the recelving
of ita beliefs upon its own ipee dixit. It de-
mands that the ground of faith be examined.
It asks that truth be tested, and that what-
ever part is proven false be flung aside. It
belleves that the Bible is the Book of God,
but it is eager for the reasons of the bellef
to be declared. It believes the doctrine of
the creeds, but it asks that each soul be able to
may 'opedo’ for reasons convincing to itself, "
At the same time Dr Thwing holds that tha
Church in addressing the reason is not to
muke undue demands. It must respect the
conditions for recelving evidence and the
conditions of evidence itself. It must recog-
nize that the evidence Biblical apd rational for
cortain tmut 4 |8 stronger than tue evidence
for some other trutne.  For example * the
evidence for the being of a God is stronger
t an the evidence for the being of a triuna
tGiod  The evidence for the person of the
ClLristop earth insome human form |s stronger
than the evidence for the pregenceof the Christ
on earth having a double nature. The
evidenoe for the doubls natyre of Christ
is atronger than the evidence for any theory
of future punishment.” We are remindad that
such gradations of evidence have not been
always recognl by the Church. Suech

radations ofnm oe the Church does not

ow recognize as it should, but the Church
of the future, with a discrimination keener, 8
hilosophy profounder and a loyalty to the
glblp no {r loyal wi rocogglu thesa con-
ditlions and these limitations.” Dr. Thwin
{s confident that the adjustment of the Churc
of the future to the intellectyal conditions
of the futura will gromota a union between
ethics and Christian doctrine.  “The history
of the divorce of ethics and of Christian teach-
ing 8 & sad ohapter in the history of hoth
ethics and Christianity. The science of ethics
as been develop b{ the rhllmur\h-r, but
Ro has too oftan developed it without refer-
ence to the relations divine and eternal.
Christianity has been developad into erecda
and formal statsmenta, but these creeds and
statements have too often been formed with
reference to the other world, not to this
The Church of the future is to be a church of
this world, and alo a church of the other
world. It ia to make at once ethics Christian
and Christianity ethical, It is to tell men that
“righteousness 1s byt ‘righty’ writ large,
that graciousnsss of man to man I8 but grace
humanized and that falthfulness is the eldest
daughter and _sometimes tha  beautiful
|uol‘wr of faith * Dr. Thwing hopes that it
may never agaln be possible for a thinker
aiming at trutdy to say, as sald one of the
grent thinkers of the nineteanth century,
“if to hell I must go for dolng right, then
to hell T will go.” Rather may it be recognized
that “the man who is doing right is the man
whom Christ takes to His own great heart of
love, to his own ‘n}:'ut consoience of supreme
rotion to the r =
d""':\l:sl&-lr\‘. the ‘gnrvh of the Future must
adjuat itsalf to the future's soclal conditions
Dr Thwing 's ¢ vinced that this is the most
important of nlr the needed adjnstmenta
The paragraph in which are sumimed up the
reasons for the conviction 18 the most strikin
in the esaay *We are living,” he says, “ang
we are to live in a time whan the foundations
of human sociaty are to be tested Sm-ln\ly*
is the family to remain the social unit?
Industrially, are capital and labor to remain
as armed neutrals? eFconomically, is com-
etition to remain the method of trade? Is
h‘,. present condition of human sociaty sound?
Natnre represents the rule of the strongest
The fittest survive The unfittest and unfit
die Does the phrase, ‘To him that hath
shall he given, and he shall have abundance
but from him that hath not shall be taken
awav even that which he hath,' represent
what is but ought not to be or what is
onght to he? I« modern society founded
on the basis of the Sermon on the Mount?
Are the meek inheriting the earth?’ Dr
Thwing reminds us that “the American
weople are going through a transformation
;rmn a «xnnYl, widely scattered agrioultural
prople of eimilar aims, methods and con-
ditions intoa great people,crowded into towns,
having diverse -l_n‘lvlm‘lm’nu. having aims,
methods and conditions very multiform 1t s
no wonder that we hear the cry of poverty
the ery of suffering childhood, the cry o
wronged innocenes  The ‘son of the shirt’
has cepsed to be a song and has hecome a
cry, a moan wrung from the heart The la-
borer feels that he becomnea a laborer simply
and his manhood becomes less than his work;
his sow) goes Into a spade. The hoe owns
the man rather than the man the hos The
capitalist knows that he niust buy laboer and
avery other commodity in the cheapest market
nd =il his product in the highest  All this
epresents the fleld of the medern Church
The Church has converted the individual
Can it convert society? The Church has
cansed private trusts to be well administered
Can it cause public trusts also to be well ad-
ministered? The Church has helped poor men
Can it remove poverty and the causes o
overty? The Church has been conserva-
fve  (anit lm‘nmc-n’gra«\u? The Church
has been led.  (an it become a leader? The
Churoh has been and s a great social foree,
Can it hecome a great sociological toree? The
memhbers of the firat church at Jerusalem had
‘all  thing< common ' Communism there
fuiled, Can the modern Church be fitted to
soma form of socialism and not fall?” Re-
calling the fact that the Church has been at
times inelined to hold iteelf aloof from life,
Dr Thwing submita that just in proportion
as the Church has been remote from human
lite has it been powerless He insists that
the Church must keep itself In touch with
lite  “Whatever Intercats man, cannot be
foreign to the Church  The Church may or
mat not approve of many soclalistic move-
menta  The Church may or may not approve
many movements to improve soclety through
the statute hook  But the Church must know
theas movementa  The Church must be
ready to pluck the one saweet drop of truth
and beauty from the thorny rosebush of
public debate  Emotional extravagances, in-
tellactual eccentricities, sensationalism, emo-
tionalism shonld not prevent the Church from
knowing that humanity I8 more or less ex.
ressive in ite feelings, more or less eccentric
n its thoughts, more or less fond of receiviy,
and of giving senaations  The Chureh lh'mm
taka humanity as it i« and make humanity
what it shonld become

1.

In an essay on the “Progressiva I.iberal-
tsm in the Closing and the Opening of
P the Century,” President Eliot deals with
only four aspects of the subject. He notes
as one of the deop striking changes, to which
lheralism has contrioutad, the change in
Protestant opinion concerning the Bible
The Reformation substituted for the infal-
ibility of an institution and (ts oMelnl roproe-
sentative the Infallibility of a small, immut-
able comgact, apprehonsible collection of
ancient writings, to wit, the Scriptures  Dr
Ellot recognizes that the belief (n the literal
Infallibility of the Kible has heen shaken,
If not demolished, by the ao-calied “higher
eriticlsm,” which, as he says, “is nothing
but the npplication to the Seriptures of meth-
ods of research which have been successfylly
applied to other bodies of ancient historical
and literary compositions * The influence
ofgthe higher eriticiam, at first folt chiefly
by scholars, has gradually peraolated through
the masses of the people, until now the state

of the popular mind, chiefly develgpad dyr.
ing the nineteenth century has preparaq
the way for the acceptance of new 1wy
concerning the Bible and the supernatyra| 5
religion. Dr. Eliot points out the inevitgi,
It of a refusal to admit the Infuliiniiy
of the Beriptures. “The hugest suporsir..
ture ever reared on a diminutive foun .
tion and the most formidable spacuiatig
ever based on a minimum of doubtful ¢4
{s the Augustinlan systematio theol gy,
resting on the literal truth of the story 5
Genesis about the disobedlence of kve 1n|
Adam In the Garden of Eden Tha w)
superstructure of the genorally acoe;ray
Protestant systematio theology s four {ay
on the lteral acceptance of the Scriptira)
account of the fall of Adam and Eve |f
this account bo not a true history, than ti
whole logioal system built on It, including
the dootrines of original and lmputed g,
of the plan of salvation, of grace, moliation
and atonement, of blood satisfaction and
blood purchase, and of regeneration, fally
to the ground.” If It be sald that, though
entire faith {n the Bible as an Infallible reve s.
tion of literal truth be lost, the roal fauaas,
tion of the old dogmas will remain unshaken,
because they rest on human nature and ax.
perience, Dr. Ellot answers that “civiiized
soclety’s oconviotions about human natirs
and human oconduot have undergons pro.
found modifications during the ninatsan:h
century, and are manifestly undergoing
still further modifioations. Thus, Instead of
attributing sin in the individual to the innate
corruption and perversity of his naturs,
modern soclety attributes it In many (a.
stances to physical defects, to bad environ.
ment, to unwise or wrongful industrial con.
ditions, to unjust soolal usages or to the mere
weakness of ylll which cannot resist pressns
indulgences, even when the oost in future
suffering stares the victim in the face. With
this fundamental reconsidgration of the
whole dootrine of sin goes grave discussion
of the till-now-accepted ideas of justice, pun-
fshment and reformation. The theologiuns
used to be sure that they perfectly under.
stood God's justice. The jurists and legis.
lators of to-day are not sure that they undsre
stand even whas human justice ought to be *
The writer of this essay shows in the second
place that it is not the authority of the Bivie
only whioh has declined during the oentury
just clpeed; all authority bas lost foroo—
authority political, ecolesiastiogl, educational
and domestio, “The decline of political
or governmental aushority since the Refs
ormation s very setriking. The preseng
generation receives with derision the sentl.
ment attributed some years ago to the preseny
Emperor of Germany—ealua populi resis
voluntas—yet, at the period of the Reformas
tion nobody would have questioned thad
sentiment. KEcolesiastical authority has de.
clined In a still more marked degree and,
whereas the Church used to rule not only
the consclences and opinions, but the daiy
habits of all Christians, there is now, even
among devout Cathollos, the sharpest de.
marcation between tae limited provinoe
{n whicn the Church ls absolute and the large
secular rest of tne world In education
the whole conception of the function of t.s
teacher has changed within fifty years Ll
no longer drives his pupils to their tasis,
but leads and inspires them; he no longer
compeils them to copy or commit $0 memn. v
but incites them to observe and to think .
stead of imposing on them his pers mnal opine
fons, tastes and will, he induces them to fora
their own opinions, studies their tastay and
tries to invigorate thelr wills and to taucy then
self-control. In no fleld, however, is tis
diminution of arbitrary authority mosre
striking than In the famliy and in the hony
and in no fiold has the law more clearly re .
nized the new liberty than in the dome-tia
relations
What aumoml asks President Ellot. 1« in
some ineasyra ta {nc the place of theaa de i1+
ing authorities? He says “insome measire
because the place jeft vaoint I8 by no me.nd
wholly filied, the world having had too wury
of authority and not enough of love aul
freadom e reminds us, nevertnelass, ti
“there is an authority, which, during all te
century just closed, has been increa-ig
in influence, this autnority is the developing
social sense, or sense of kin  On the nezi-
tive side tha restrictions which the sen.
of social solidarity and mutual aocounti-
bility Imposes are in some ways extraord-
parily cymorehensive and aosolute  1Tae
conviction that one must not do anything
which can ba offensive or (njurious & ous 4
nasociates 18 highly restrictive—edpecially
whan this conviction becomes common and
gets  incorporated in  statute law ()
writer of this essay doubts whother anv
autocrat ever imposed on a population sy
a perional restriction as the prohibitior
apitting on sidewalks and in publio venicies
et this prohibition s a public reguiaton
?n Masaaohusett: and In many other parts
of the U'nlon, slthougn it springs solely tro
the social sense taat tae individial mie
not do what might propagate diseiss Lo
himself to others. The social sense, t
plays the part of a very arnitrary rul
the surrender tH tradss unions ol the ot
important elements of their personal liberty
by hundrada of taousands of persois b
the positive side, the same social solldariry
has proved itsell quite as gYeotaal t )
curs aMrmative action as it [s o securo p
bibition  Tne Britisa Navy used to b
cruited br the press gang  Now Kiplog
and his kind writa ballads, and the ney--
papers, pulpits and popular meetings aroi-4
a gregarions enthusiasm wilei sonds taous
sand: of young men voluntieily to lanor,
suffer or die in South Africa It s the acute
sensp of 4 common vilse Wil
the impelling motive  Wouid it not | )
asks President Fliot, to state this « ’
bagter than it is stat a4 In Las pharase )
man liveth to hiunsa ind no man dieta
mill‘x«;}l(m third plaoe, attentlon fadirected to
the fact that the nineteenth cer tury has acen
the rise of n new b wdy of learning catled
sociology, It is in cur @ fl,ul -’ “';m’ o,
s of doctrine elearly founded on the
:?p?,\‘. of vd,,.n Vew Testament, though It I8 at
resent in a confused, atorphous stute, AS
eant onn of its chgractoristios, however,
ia pranonneed !..-\.M'H it aims at the preven=
tion rather than the cure of sin ar i ovil, juss
as preventive medicine aims ". the 1
tion of disease both in the singie i
and ln society ot large. I'ne Oid Testane
reliet chiefly on prohibition and penaity,
On the contrary, faith in penaity asa i'(n\ olle
tiva of wrongdoing has rapidly solined
durlng the ninet senth century, and this
.-.,m.afv true of penalty in this world
and of penalty In  the next, Bars
barons punishments have been every.
whare abolished in the civilized world, or
are used only in moments of panie and de-
lirium; and barbarous conceptions of punisiie
ments after death have been sverywlore
mitigated or abandoned, The new sociolog
based on the Gospel doctrine of love to
and love to man, seeks the improvement
environment, the rectificition of vice-hreed
ing conditions and the redlization of tho i
¢ l‘nnu shalt love thy neighibor as thyself,
We are also reminded in this easayv L
anclology rejects a motive which systoy
theology has made much of for centu
the motive of personal salvation, o v
essantinlly selfish, whether it relates t
world or the next. “Unguestionaliy 1t s
better motive for eternity than it i« fort
short sarthly liveaof ours, The motive |
of personal reformntion and good condidct
the true source of happiness must alw,
found In the love of others and the
to serve them dolf-forgetininess and
tarastadness being indisper: able condt
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of personal worth and of well-ground.
Sociology perceives that the n nititu
be no longer reconciled to a state of ¢
in this world by the deceptive promise
forta and rewards in the next, The
of Abraliam's hosom after death s}
reconcile Lazarus to lying at the gate !
aores to-dav, The multitudos, indee
selves percoive that vreb hedness int
may easily unfit them for wort
ments either now or | srenfter. sir
dwarf the mental and moral facuitic <!
which high enjoyments come, 8o
of tha mind of the angel who bore
one hand and a vase of water in the
with the one to burn heaven and
other to quench hell, that men
fuenoced it we l-dole neithe b
the one nor the fear of the oth

In Pre<ident Eliot's .v‘.'.l,v
will the coange in public
revelation Lave on  tos et
the *next two or  three ¢ot
placa on the charator ar )
of Nazaret? The answer |
fear that reverence and oy
diminish as time go v
heroism of His life and Jdeat)
heightened when He s roe
natyrnl attribates and g
hero must not have
glotinus tssue of his =a ot
e et not he  sure
trimp! He o
knowing what
T humnn exenpla
human gts and taca
oiplos are true, the mon
Kressive Iiheralism e

iderstandines

<=7 7B%0ecizcas

)

e row "
and wmoral .‘N"l‘ilv W
dubitable fuet, hoavs «

‘ and teactungs ol L nl-‘ Jew. - u W "




